Implementing  EO  13287 
Asset  Reporting 

Jay  Thomas 
Navy  CR  Office 


Report  Documentation  Page 

Form  Approved 

OMB  No.  0704-0188 

Public  reporting  burden  for  the  collection  of  information  is  estimated  to  average  1  hour  per  response,  including  the  time  for  reviewing  instructions,  searching  existing  data  sources,  gathering  and 
maintaining  the  data  needed,  and  completing  and  reviewing  the  collection  of  information.  Send  comments  regarding  this  burden  estimate  or  any  other  aspect  of  this  collection  of  information, 
including  suggestions  for  reducing  this  burden,  to  Washington  Headquarters  Services,  Directorate  for  Information  Operations  and  Reports,  1215  Jefferson  Davis  Highway,  Suite  1204,  Arlington 

VA  22202-4302.  Respondents  should  be  aware  that  notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  law,  no  person  shall  be  subject  to  a  penalty  for  failing  to  comply  with  a  collection  of  information  if  it 
does  not  display  a  currently  valid  OMB  control  number. 
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A  confluence  of  requirements  .  .  . 

•  EO  13287 

•  CFO  Act  of  1990 

•  Increasingly  sophisticated  facilities  analysis 
questions 


.  .  .  And  a  confluence  of  tools 


Facilities  databases  that  are  increasingly 

-  Web-accessible 

-  Queriable 

-  Integrated 

GIS 


But .  .  . 


For  these  systems  to  work  for  us,  we  need 
to: 

-  T each  them  our  language 

-  F ind  and  incorporate  past  information 

-  Be  included  in  the  process  for  adding  future 
information 

-  Be  part  of  future  system  upgrades 


Speaking  our  language 


DON  real  property  system  is  internet  Navy 
Facilities  Asset  Data  Store  (iNFADS) 

Data  Element  410  “family” 

-  DE  410:  Heritage  asset  category 

-  DE  410a:  National  Register  category 

-  DE  410b:  National  Register  determination 

-  DE  410c:  NR  determination  date 

-  DE  410d:  Relative  significance  indicator 


DE  410:  Heritage  Asset  category 


Building  (non  multi 
use) 

Multi  use  building 

Structure  (non  multi 
use) 

Multi  use  structure 

Monument/memorial 

Cemetery 


Not  a  heritage  asset 
Site 
Obj  ect 
No  data 


DE  410a:  National  Register  category 


•  Building 

•  Structure 

•  Site 

•  Object 

•  Building  (contributes 
to  district) 

•  Structure  (ctd) 


•  Site  (ctd) 

•  Object  (ctd) 

•  Anything  that  is  a  non¬ 
contributing  element 
of  a  historic  district 

•  No  data 


DE  410b:  National  Register  determination 


NHL 
NR  listed 

NR  eligible  -  Keeper 
NR  eligible  -  consensus 
Determined  ineligible 
Unevaluated 
Delisted  NHL 


•  Delisted  NR 

•  Formerly  eligible  now 
ineligible 

•  NHL/NR  formerly  here 
(eg  now  demolished) 

•  No  data 

•  (Do  we  need: 
“Listed/eligible  but 
subject  to  national 
treatment  agreement”?) 


DE  410d:  Relative  significance  indicator 

•  Depends,  based  on  local  significance 
classification  scheme 


Not  the  whole  answer  .  .  . 


Implementation  challenges 

-  Finding/entering  existing  data  (who  pays?) 

-  Vehicle  for  new  data  entry 

System  limitations 

-  Doesn’t  handle  areas  well  (e.g.  sites,  districts)  - 
GIS  best  for  these 

-  Other  heritage  assets  on  different  systems 

-  Rollup  above  service  level 


.  .  .  But  much  potential 


Inventory  info  without  data  calls  (once 
input/update  processes  in  place) 

Flexible 

Better  inventory  analysis  using  other  data 
elements 

Hooked  into  service  authoritative  system  - 
as  it  goes,  we  go 


Thanks  for  your  attention! 


And  don’t  forget: 


